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kamya -in junctions are known as the anujnavidhi's
(permitted rites). There are also rites which are called
the abhlcara-s meant to attract even the most stubborn
people to the fold of Vedic authority (by pointing out
the ways and means of attaining wealth, control over
persons, etc). The entire smii is meant for the ultimate
welfare of the people and brings out the intention of
the Lord who is always bent upon protecting the creatures.
Thus the Veda. is the eternal command of the Lord
(sl. 21).

In the succeeding verse Parasara refutes the
Prabhakara view that words indicating already existing
entities {siddha-vastu} do not gain validity. This is so
because all Vedic texts should be construed in such a
way that they point to a 'karya (something to be
accomplished).91  Therefore,  strictly  speaking,  the
Upanisadic portions of the Veda-s which speak of
Brahman, an already existing entity, cannot be primarily
valid. They should be converted as injunctions so as
to gain validity.92

This view is refuted by Parasara, by saying that even
sentences speaking of already existing entities are valid
in their own right. Thus for instance if a reliable person
tells somebody that there is a treasure in a particular
place ( "atraste nidhih"}, this statement becomes valid
although it refers to an already existing entity, namely,
treasure. Therefore, there is no justification in the
Mimamsaka's denying the validity of siddbaparavakya-^.
Parasara further asserts that Upanisadic passages such
as satyam jnanam anantam brahma9^ and yah sarvajfiah
sarvavit9^ which speak of the innumerable virtues,
character and form of the Lord, should be given their
due validity. It is obvious that Parasara is following here
Ramanuja's commentary on the Brahmasutra - tattu